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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-26 are pending in this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC ' 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Adams et al 
(U.S. Patent 6,380,978). 

Regarding independent claims 1, 25 and 26, and for claims 2-6, 11, 15, 16 Adams 
teaches an invention relating to processing of video images using a portable video display device 
wherein applications include use in an automobile (see column 5, lines 36-46, 56-60, figure 2A). 

Furthermore, Adams teaches an assembly mounted at the rear portion of the seat (see 
figure 2A). 

Also, Adams teaches how the portable DVD player also includes a digital processing 
system including a decoder, an image enhancement engine, and a display controller wherein the 
decoder (28) receives signals from a DVD inserted into the enclosure to provide a decoded, 
interlaced video signal (column 3, lines 4-12, figure 3). 

Furthermore, Adams teaches an audio and infrared link (32) and how an IR transmitter 
for wireless headphones may be provided, as may stereo speakers with small stereo power amp 
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for presentations or playback without headphones (column 7, lines 24-27, figure 3; see also 
column 7, lines 4-24). 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, in further discussion of claim 1, Adams teaches a liquid 
crystal display (36) (figure 3 at 36). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC ' 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams et al 
(U.S. Patent 6,380,978). . 

Regarding claims 9, in further discussion of claim 1, Adams does not teach his display 
device employing a touch screen technology. 

However, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to replace the 
video display or liquid crystal display with a touch screen display. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to provide a user with display device that also offers a means to input data. 

6. Claims 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams et al 
(U.S. Patent 6,380,978) in view of Burke et al (U.S. Patent 6,134,223). 
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Regarding claim 10, in further discussion of claim 1, Adams does not teach the display 
device including a picture-in-picture and split screen capability. On the other hand, Burke 
teaches how a picture-in-picture or split screen function may be provided in a video conferencing 
system (column 1 1, lines 49-67; see also column 23, lines 35-45, figure 16). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Adams and Burke because while Adams teaches an invention relating to processing of video 
images using a portable video display device wherein applications include use in an automobile 
{see column 5, lines 36-46, 56-60, figure 2A), Burke teaches how a picture-in-picture or split 
screen function may be provided in a video conferencing system (column 11, lines 49-67; see 
also column 23, lines 35-45, figure 16). The motivation for combining these invention would 
have been to create a combined multiple image on the display screen at the same time {see 
column 23, lines 35-45). 

7. Claims 12-14, 17, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adams et al (U.S. Patent 6,380,978) in view of Boyden et al (U.S. Patent 6,301,637). 

Regarding claims 12-14, 17 in further discussion of claim 1, Adams does not teach the 
display the headphones with left and right audio channels. On the other hand, Boyden teaches 
left and right audio channels in headset 200 (figure 18 at 210, 212). 

Thus, it would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine Adams and 
Boyden because while teaches an invention relating to processing of video images using a 
portable video display device wherein applications include use in an automobile {see column 5, 
lines 36-46, 56-60, figure 2A), Boyden teaches left and right audio channels in headset 200 
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(figure 18 at 210, 212). The motivation for combining these inventions would have been to 
provide a means of communicating audio signals wirelessly to both ears of a listener. 

Regarding claim 18, in further discussion of claim 1, Adams does not teach a wireless 
headphone with antenna. On the other hand, Boyden teaches a wireless headphone with an 
antenna (figure 26 at 308). 

Thus, it would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine Adams and 
Boyden because while Adams teaches an invention relating to processing of video images using 
a portable video display device wherein applications include use in an automobile {see column 5, 
lines 36-46, 56-60, figure 2A), Boyden teaches a wireless headphone with an antenna (figure 26 
at 308). The motivation for combining these inventions would have been to achieve a clearer 
signal. 

8. Claims 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams et al 
(U.S. Patent 6,380,978) in view of Hylton et al (U.S. Patent 5,793,413). 

Regarding claims 18, in further discussion of claim 1, Adams does not teach a CDMA 
technology in his design. On the other hand, Hylton teaches a wireless video distribution scheme 
that employs CDMA technology {see Abstract). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Adams and Hylton because while Adams teaches an invention relating to processing of video 
images using a portable video display device wherein applications include use in an automobile 
{see column 5, lines 36-46, 56-60, figure 2A), Hylton teaches a wireless video distribution 
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scheme that employs CDMA technology {see Abstract). The motivation for combining these 
inventions would have been to utilize an efficient wireless distribution scheme {see Abstract). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 6,300,880 to Sitnik for a multichannel audio distribution system having 
portable receivers. 

U.S. Patent 6,337,913 to Chang for a wireless transmitter/receiver circuit system. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Uchendu O. Anyaso whose telephone number is (703) 306-5934. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Steve 
Saras, can be reached at (703) 305-9720. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



* 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-0377. 

Uchendu O. Anyaso 
06/28/2002 




